Citizens Commission of Inquiry 

105 2nd Street. N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 
(202) 546-7500 



December 16, 1976 



Mr. James H. Lesar 

Attorney at Law 

1231 Fourth Street, S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20Q24 

Dear Mr. Lesar: 

Thank you for your unusual letter of December 
12, 1976, 

One - You wrote to the wrong bar association. 

Does Harold Weisberg do all of your 
research for you? 

Two - It is not clear to me that you any 

longer represent Mr. Ray, since I am 
informed that his effort to fire you 
was impeded only because a case was 
pending. Now that you have lost that 
case, as well as the rest, your status 
may be in doubt. 

Three — As I tried to explain to you so carefully 
in mv last letter, the Canons of pro- 
fessional conduct prohibit my sharing 
with you confidential communications 
between Mr, Ray and myself. Should you 
secure a letter from Mr. Ray authorizing 
me to share that information with you, 

I would examine your request in a 
different light. 

Four - Your associate, Harold Weisberg, in an 
effort to interfere with an existing 
contract, wrote to my publishers stating 
that you and he had met with Mr . Sprague 
and that Mr. Sprague "confirmed" that 
the Select Committee had been led "into 
difficulties" by a combination of' my 
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"thefts and dishonesties." Mr. Weisberg 
made it quite clear that I had stolen 
material from his unfinished book, a 
partial book that until Mr . Weisberg ' s 
odd letter was forwarded to me I had 
heard nothing about, and a partial book 
which does not interest me in the 
slightest, since I work with a logical 
development of facts, not with quantum 
leaps and hysteria. Since your 'close 
associate contends that all of my material 
is both stolen from him, and inaccurate, 

I cannot understand why you now request 
the material. If Mr. Weisberg is 
accurate on this occasion then: 



A. You are familiar with the material 
because you discussed it with Mr. 
Sprague and Mr. Weisberg and 

B. It is all inaccurate and might lead 
you also "into difficulties" and 

C. It is all available to you from the 
source — namely, Mr. Weisberg. 

It appears to me that your letter refutes all of 
these false charges made by Mr. Weisberg. In any event, 
as you must know I am under no duty to share any of that 
information with someone who may no longer represent 
>Ir . Ray and who, in fact, may be doing considerable 
damage to Mr, Ray's important cause. Should Mr. Ray 
urge me to take a different position on this question 
I would, of course, give very serious consideration to 
that request. 




Mark Lane 
Director 




